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SUBJECT: Positions on German Reunification and European Security 
for a Possible Summit Meeting. 



Discussion 

There is attached a position paper which, if approved, will guide 
the US representatives in discussions of the Western position on German 
reunification and European security which will take place in the Four 
Power Working Group and in NATO next week. Except for one point on 
which there is a difference of opinion (measures to prevent surprise 
attack), the positions on European security and the link to reunifi- 
cation have been informally agreed with Defense, 

The proposed positions involve some elaboration and clarification 
of the Geneva proposals on European security. They also involve modi- 
fications of certain aspects of the Eden Plan. However, they do not 
depart from the essential principles of the Geneva proposals. The 
principal changes which are proposed are the following: 

1, Presentation 
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It is proposed to combine the European security proposals 
and the essential features of the Eden Plan into one unified plan. 
This plan would make clear the successive stages by which German 
reunification would be achieved and a European security treaty would 
go into effect. The plan envisages that the agreements would enter 
into force independently of the decision made by the all-German govern- 
ment with respect to its choice of alliances. The assurance to react 
against aggression contained in Article 8 of the Geneva draft would 
be offered separately by the Western Powers as an additional assurance 
in the event of a reunified Germany becoming a member of NATO. The 
Western Powers (excluding Germany) would also offer to undertake not 
to move their forces into the present Soviet Zone of Germany in this 
event, 

2» Zone of Force and Arms Limitations 

The Geneva proposals did not specify the size of the zone 
or the nature of the limitations. It is proposed that the zone 
constitute Germanyr, Poland and Czechoslovakia. Ceilings wouldJbfi 
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3. .Surprise JLttaok 
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£• Existing German Treaties 

assume o/re^ec^^^ Government to 

GDR. You haJ« i«+S «« ? e by the Federal Republic or the 

It is now proposed to SS a d£S5tEE a * y + relat l° ns ««h the West, 
and military alliance Sd subsiSaS aS^eS.^f f ° f political 
governed by the Eden Fl*n JaJS?^ 7 arrangements, which would be 
automatically ^0^^ & £ iSS ^^ which «*" be 
otherwise and subjec? to thfposstbilitf 5 „! * P ^ ieS to decide 
being negotiated. Possibility of necessary adjustments 
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Approve: 
Disapprove! 
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